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REMARKS 

pnt ^ thi. Resoon-^^ U believed proper since no new issues are being raised which 
would requite the Examiner's further consideration and/or search. 
Claims 1-20 ate presently pending in this application. 

Claims 1-1 8 and 20 st^d rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l02(b) as being anticipated by 
Summerell et al., U.S. Pat- No. 5,937,387. 

Claim 19 stand rejected under 33 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
SummereU et al., U.S. Pat, No. 5,937,387, further in view of Mansfield et al., U.S. Pat. No. 
5,819,735. 

These rejections are respectfiilly traversed in view of the following discussion. 

I. APPLICANT'S CLAIMED INVENTION 

TTie claimed invention (as defined, for example, by independent claim 1) is directed to 
a health care system including, a user terminal, a network, a health care center terminal 
connected via the network to the user terminal and Uiat is accessible ftom the user terminal, 
ajid an analytic server that analyzes health information supplied flom the user terminal, the 
analytic server being connected to the health care center terminal. The health care center 
terminal includes a diagnostic fonn display fimction that displays on the user terminal a 
diagnostic form, in which a user can enter predetermined health information, and also 

luding a health information reception &nction that receives the health information entered 
the diagnostic form, and a health information transmission function that transmits the 
received health information to the analytic server. The analytic server includes ahealth 
infarmation databf ^.^ ^ccociated with fhr entpn>d heaUH ^ffonnation. and a health analysis 
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function th« receives the health infonnation transmitted from the user terminal, and gnato 

h.»lth ^ the 1 -,n-i- --tV ''-'^^ ii^farmation and the health information 

database. The analytic server further includes an analyzed information transniission function 
that transmits via the health car. center terminal to the user terminal the information analyzed 

by ihe health analysis function. 

Conventionally, heahh care systems use personal home computers, and it is necessary 
to install in the home computer a database of health information and a program for outputiing 
advice based on the database and the health data entered mto the computer. The aser must 
buy softwai*, the health care system is time^onsuming and costly, and it is also necessary to 
update the database of health information every day so that the computer can output up-to- 
date advice to provide the user, and to upgrade the software, both requiring time and cost. 
(Application at page 2, line 18 to page 3, line 16.) 

The claimed invention (e.g., as recited in claims 1 and 13-14), on the other hand, a 
i^fnrmation ^^tnhn^- n^><ociate d with f h . e.f Uered health information , ami a health 
analysis fiction that receives the health information transmitted from the user terminal, and 
^.1^.... iU. m-^r W/^fe nr, th. basis of the rere-m<i health information^ This feature is 
important to improve the performance of analyzing received health information by passing 
iTifrrnr-^- ^" " " T»^^ hiA-nerformance ana l y tic compum- (Application at page 10. 
line 8 to page 11, line 8.) 

II. THE ALLEGED PRIOR ART REJECTIONS 

A. 35 U,S.C. § 102(b) Rejection over Summerell et a!., U.S. Pat. No. 5^7^87 
The Examiner alleges that Summerell et al.. U.S. Pat. No. 5.937,387, (Summerell), 
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teaches the invention of claims 1-18 and 20. 

With respect to Applicants independent claim 1, Applicant submits, however, that 
Sunune,.!! does not teach or suggest, "the analytic server i>u:Iuding ahemJn&m^ 
........ the enter^-dhealth infom^ation, the analytic sen.r also incl^ng a 

information and the health Information database^ 

Summerell discloses that the wellness options systenn (column 5. lines 60-67) 
processes *e health profile questionnaire of the personal profile questionnaire (column 9, 
lines 15-25) nn the basis of the most recentiy available information relating to the health 
sciences. (Abstract), and guidelines to detennine suitable courses of action, (column 5. lines 
65-67). 

There is no teaching or suggestion in Summerell wh<>r. . database is identified as data 
in tv,. health r-fit. nn..tion«aire of thr per^on.l profile questiomiaire. The database 
of Summerell only relates to published health sciences data and predetermined guidelines. 

Furthermore, there is no teaching or suggestion in Summerell that the data entered in 
the health profile questionnaire of the personal profile questionnaire (Applicant's received 
health information) is used in a health analysis function of the welhiess options system for 
analyzing a user's health th.. h^x^is of the r^^oeived health information . 

With respect Applicant's independent claims 13 and 14, Summerell fails to teach or 
suggest, "the analytic server including n health information database m.nr.iatedmth the 
...^.rih^nUhinforrmtion." and "annlY7.in^ the user 's h ^ plfh in the onnlytir ^^er on the 
hn.i.nfth^ health .■« f^^'^H^» data base arzd the health information rece tved in the analytic 
server," for reasons analogous to the arguments presented above with respect Applicant's 
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independent claim 1 . 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests Examiner to reconsider and witiidraw this 
Injection since the dleged prior art reference foils to teach or suggest each and eve^r element 
and feature of Applicant's claimed invention. 

B. 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Rejection over SummerelUt U-S. Pat. No. 5,937^87 
further in view of Mansfield et al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,819,735 

The Examiner alleges that Summerell et al, U.S. Pat. No. 5.937,387. (Summerell). 
further in view of Mansfield et al.. U.S. Pat. No. 5.819.735, (Mansfield), makes obvious the 

invention of cl^m 19. 

Applicant submits, however, that SummereU fiiriiier in view of Mansfield does not 
teach or suggest, ^Hhe analytic server includmg n health ^formation dntnhaoe ass<yciated with 
.u....... A U.nlth information, the analytic server also including n henlth amlym function 

f,. ru. health or. fh. hn.i. of the rerei^'ed health information and the 

health information database:' with respect to Applicant's independent claim 1 for reasons 
analogous with respect to the arguments presented above. 

Mansfield discloses a portable, autonomous electronic device consisting of a barcode 
seamier, an updatable nutrition fects database, user memory to store product records of 
products eaten, and an integral readout display that will allow a user to scan barcodes on food 
items consumed and keep a cumulative total of calories and other nutrients. 

With respect to the rejection of Applicant's claim 19, AppUcant respectfully submits 
that Ihe combination would not teach or suggest each and every element of Ihe claimed 
invention, since SummereU, as pointed out above, nor Mansfield, either alone or in 
combination, fails to teach or suggest, heolrh infor^m dntnho-^e n,^or1ntP.d^ith the 
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..,...^ f,..lrhir.fnrmatio.: ' and "a health a^lym function fyr -. nnn h-ir^^ the w^er'^ health 
the basis of'^fi retieive ^ f^^alth itiformatiorf\ 

Therefore, Mansfield fails to overcome the deficiencies of Summerell. 
Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests Examiner to reconsider and withdraw Hiis 
rejection since the alleged prior art reference fails to teach or suggest each and every element 
and feature of Applicant's claimed invention. 

m. FORMAL MATTERS AND CONCLUSION 

Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to reconsider the references filed on 
August 15. 2001, specifically, JP 2000-99605, IP 7-175404, JP 10-295651 and JP 61-21 1760 
that were not considered in the Final Office Action mailed on July 28, 2006. Applicant 
maintains that each of Hiese refei^nces were filed on August 15, 2001 with an English 
language abstract for consideration by the Examiner pursuant to 37C.FJI. § 1.98(aX3). 
Ap pn..nt ^close. ^ i^n-1449 for co nsidaation by th e Ey nminr r .nd conrtesY copies of th e 
fa.nt-r.p^ abstta^-^ '^f'-^rh of the a h»v.-rn.ntioned nreviously filH fo.ir (4) references . 

In view of the foregoing. Applicant submits that claims 1-20, all of the claims 
presently pending in the application, are patentably distinct over the prior art of record and are 
in condition for allowance. T^e Examiner is respectfully requested to pass the above 
application to issue at the earliest possible time. 

Should the Examiner find the application to be other than in condition for allowance, 
the Examiner is requested to contact die undersigned at the local telephone number listed 
below to discuss any other changes deemed necessary in a tH- pboniror pf>rsona| interview . 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiency in fees or to credit 

any overpayment in fees to Attorney's Deposit Account No. 50-0481. 

RespjfctfuUy Submitted, 



Date: 





Donald J 
Reg. N0.4U933 
Sean M. McGinn, Esq. 
Reg. No. 34,386 
McGinn Intellectual Property Law Group, PLLC 
8321 Old Courthouse Rd., Suite 200 
Vienna, Virginia 22 1 82 
(703) 761-4100 
Customer No, 21254 

rFttTTFlCATF nP TRANSMISSION 
1 certify that I transmitted via facsimile to (571) 273-8300 the e^^^^^^ ^r 
Reconsidera^n under 37 C.F.K § 1.1 16 to Examjper NAJARI^, Art Umt 3626, on 
September 28, 2006. 



Donald J. Lrf^her, Esq. 
Registration No. 41,933 
Sean M. McGinn, Esq. 
Registration No. 34,386 
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